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REMARKS 

Claims 1-25, as amended, remain herein. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8, 9, 11-17, 19 and 20 have been amended 
more clearly to recite applicants' invention. 

New claims 21-25 directed to other aspects of the invention 
have been added. 

1. Claims 1-20 were rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting over claims 1-28 
of commonly owned U.S. Patent 6,081,088. Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection because those elements of 
present claims 1-20 (now claims 1-25) that are different from 
the elements of claims 1-28 of the Ishihara '088 patent 
represent a patentable difference over the claims of the 
Ishihara '088 patent and are not obvious in view of the Ishihara 
'088 patent. The Office Action asserts that both the present 
claims and the claims of the Ishihara '088 patent include a 
pressure sensor provided along a movable body, a support means 
having a support portion, wherein the support portion has an 
accommodating portion and the pressure sensor is provided with 
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an outer cover which is hollow. But, in fact, claims 1-28 of 
the Ishihara y 088 patent do not recite any support means and 
support portion structure associated with the pressure sensor, 
and instead, merely recite "pressure sensor located on the 
moving member." Moreover, the present claims 1-25 recite 
numerous structural details associated with the pressure sensor, 
including its location relative to a terminus on a side of the 
vehicle and relative to a center of a transverse direction of 
the vehicle, details about rigidity of the outer cover and 
accommodating portion, location of the accommodating portion and 
outer cover relative to parts of the vehicle, the accommodating 
portion comprising a groove and a flexible portion, and 
locations of profile portions of the groove relative to parts of 
the vehicle. Such elements are not recited (using any 
comparable wording) in the claims of the Ishihara '088 patent, 
and nothing in the present record demonstrates that such 
elements are obvious in view of the Ishihara y 0B8 claims. 
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Also, the presently claimed elements distinguish over the 
Ishihara '088 claims because the presently claimed elements 
cooperate with the "vent hem" structure of vehicle doors 
wherein, after sliding forward in a closing movement, the 
leading edge of the door changes direction and settles inward 
toward the interior of the vehicle before finally latching. The 
Ishihara '088 claims do not recite structure that permits such 
2 -direction door movement and do not recite structural elements 
for dealing with detecting an object in such a completely 
different door-closing gap formed between the door and the 
vehicle. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is 

respectfully requested. 

2. Claims 1-7, 9, 11-15, 17, 19 and 20 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §102 (b) over Yaguchi U.S. Patent 4,970,446. 

The presently claimed foreign material detector is for 
detecting a foreign material caught between a closing movement 
side end portion of a movable body and a closed body, the 
detector in combination with an opening and closing mechanism 
wherein the movable body moves in a closing movement direction 
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with respect to the closed body, the movable body moves toward a 
closing direction at an angle with respect to the closing 
movement direction immediately before a closing movement 
direction side end portion of the movable body reaches a closing 
movement end point located substantially at an orthogonal 
direction lateral side of the closed body with respect to the 
closing movement direction, and the movable body thus closes a 
gate provided between the movable body and the closed body along 
the closing movement direction. 

Thus, the presently claimed elements cooperate with the 
"vent hem" structure of vehicle doors wherein, after sliding 
forward in a closing movement, the leading edge of the door 
changes direction and settles inward toward the interior of the 
vehicle before finally latching. There are first (sliding 
forward) and second (traveling inward) closing movements, 
wherein such first and second movements are recited by 
structural limitations in claims 1, 11, 19 and 21. This 
arrangement is nowhere disclosed or suggested in the cited 
reference . 
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The Office Action alleges that Yaguchi M46, column 4, 
lines 6-23 and column 8, line 23-33, discloses a pressure sensor 
3,33a mounted to movable body 2, at a lateral side of the body 
along an orthogonal direction with respect to a closing movement 
direction, the pressure sensor moving with the body and 
detecting a pressed reaction force affected from the object. 
Yaguchi M46, Abstract, and Figs. 2, 2A, 7 and 10, discloses a 
pressure sensor in combination with a sliding window or a door, 
where Yaguchi x 446, column 3, lines 18-23, describes an 
opening/closing movement traveling along a single-direction of a 
sliding window glass or movement of a door. The pressure sensor 
is located to sense the presence of an object placed to 
interfere with such single direction, opening/closing movement. 
Yaguchi M46 does not describe door structure for first and 
second opening/closing movements wherein, after sliding forward 
in a first closing movement, the leading edge of the door 
changes direction as a second closing movement and settles 
inward toward the interior of the vehicle before finally 
latching. 
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Yaguchi '446 does not disclose a foreign material detector 
in combination with the recited opening and closing mechanism, 
wherein the movable body moves in first and second closing 
movement directions (as recited) , the detector in combination 
with a pressure sensor mounted to the movable body at a lateral 
side of the movable body along a substantial orthogonal 
direction with respect to the closing movement direction, for 
movement with the movable body, and for detection of a pressed 
reaction force effected from a foreign material when the 
pressure sensor presses against such foreign material. 

For the foregoing reasons, Yaguchi '446 fails to disclose 
all elements of applicants' claimed invention, and therefore is 
not a proper basis for rejection under §102. And, there is no 
disclosure or teaching in Yaguchi '446 that would have suggested 
the desirability of modifying any portions thereof effectively 
to anticipate or suggest applicants' presently claimed 
invention. Claims 7 and 9, which depend from claim 1, are 
allowable for the same reasons described herein for claim 1, 
claims 15 and 17, which depend from claim 11, are allowable for 
the same reasons as claim 11, and claim 20, which depends from 
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claim 19, is allowable for the same reasons as claim 20. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection 
are respectfully requested. 

3. Claims 8, 10, 16 and 18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§103 (a) over Yaguchi '446 and Chardon U.S. Patent 5,192,837. 

The Office Action cites Chardon '837 as allegedly 
disclosing a supporting device integrally mounted to the body at 
a side opposite the closing movement direction. Chardon '837 
discloses a particular pressure sensing device structure. 
However, Chardon '837 does not provide the deficiencies of 
Yaguchi '446 described herein. Chardon '837 does not teach a 
pressure sensing device in combination with a structure for 
providing first and second opening/closing movements wherein, 
after sliding forward in a first closing movement, the leading 
edge of the door changes direction as a second closing movement 
and settles inward toward the interior of the vehicle before 
finally latching, i.e., the structure recited in applicants' 
claims for effecting such first and second movements. Chardon 
'837 does not teach or suggest that the pressure sensing device 
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disclosed therein operates in combination with structure 
comparable to that recited in applicants' claims. 

For the foregoing reasons, neither Yaguchi M46 nor Chardon 
x 837 contains any teaching, suggestion, reason, motivation or 
incentive that would have led one of ordinary skill in the art 
to applicants' claimed invention. Nor is there any disclosure 
or teaching in either of these references that would have 
suggested the desirability of combining any portions thereof 
effectively to anticipate or suggest applicants' presently 
claimed invention. Claims 8 and 10, which depend from claim 1, 
are allowable for the same reasons described herein for claim 1, 
and claims 16 and 18, which depend from claim 11, are allowable 
for the same reasons described herein for claim 11. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection 
are respectfully requested. 

All claims 1-25 are now proper in form and paten tably 
distinguished over all grounds of rejection cited in the Office 
Action. Accordingly, allowance of all claims 1-25 is 

respectfully requested. 
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Should the Examiner deem that any further action by the 
applicants would be desirable to place this application in even 
better condition for issue, the Examiner is requested to 
telephone applicants' undersigned representatives. 



RWP : RNW/mhs : ame 

Attorney Docket No . : NAKA: 046 

PARKHURST & WENDEL, L.L.P. 
1421 Prince Street, Suite 210 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314-2805 
Telephone: (703) 739-0220 



Respectfully submitted, 



PARKHURST & WENDEL, L.L.P. 



Date 



August 11, 2003 




Registration No. 25,177 
Robert N. Wieland 
Registration No. 40,225 
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